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The  Reader  is  defired  to  corred  the 
following  Errata. 

ERRATA. 

Preface,  page  3.  for  men  whofe  extenfve  knowledge , read, 
men  who  have  extenfve  knowledge. 

Page  11.  line  8.  for  palliative  cafe , read,  palliative  cure. 
Page  14,  line  8.  and  12.  for  homial fac , read,  hernial fac. 
Page  28.  line  19.  for  buboncele , read,  bubonocele , 
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PREFACE. 


EVERY  man  that  offers  his  obferva- 
tions  to  the  public,  in  hopes  of 
making  himfelf  uieful  to  fociety,  is  en- 
titled to  praife  for  his  intention,  whether 
his  remarks  prove  ufeful  or  not ; but  the 
man  who  makes  this  pretence  a mafk  to 
promote  his  own  finifter  defigns,  fhould  be 
rewarded  with  contempt,  if  he  has  lupe- 
rior  abilities— pity  and  oblivion,  if  he  has 
none, 

I fet  out  in  life  with  a refolution  nevef 
to  interfere  with  any  of  my  own  profeffion. 


as 
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as  I am  convinced  the  world  is  wide  enough 
for  us  all,  were  we  twice  as  numerous  as 
we  are ; and  difputes  between  men  of  the 
fame  profeffion  are  difagreeable,  becaufe 
they  are  generally  attributed  to  motives 
which  did  not  give  rife  to  them.  Mr.  Brand’s 
pamphlet,  however,  induced  me  to  alter 
that  determination,  as  it  contains  fo  many 
hints  to  the  difcredit  of  the  profeffion  in 
general,  that  I fhould  have  been  highly 
culpable,  had  I let  them  pafs  unnoticed. 

When  a refleftion  is  caft  upon  any  fet  of 
people,  it  is  their  duty,  and  the  duty  of 
every  individual,  as  a part  of  the  whole,  to 
enquire  ir&o  the  juflice  of  it ; if  they 
let  it  pafs  unnoticed,  they  tacitly  acknow- 
ledge its  veracity. 

No  man  can  be  justified  in  treating 
all  his  profeffion  with  contempt:  if  any 
can  be  excujed  for  doing  fo,  it  muft  be 

thofe 
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thofe  who  have  given  the  ftrongeft  proofs 
of  their  merit.  Men  whofe  extenfive  know- 
ledge, joined  to  an  impatience  of  feeing 
what  they  know  to  be  trifling,  or  falfe, 
may  be  entitled  to  fhew  their  fuperiority  -9 
but  the  man  who  aflerts  himfelf  to  be  the 
head  of  his  profeflion,  without  convincing 
us  that  he  is  fo,  muft  expect,  in  this  rea- 
foning  age,  to  have  his  youchers  examined 
before  his  pretenfions  carl  be  allowed. 

For  this  purpofe,  one  of  thofe  men, 
who  is  by  his  profefiion  included  in 
Mr.  Brand’s  general,  cenfure  of  ignorance 
and  prefumption,  will  examine  his  pam- 
phlet : if  it  contains  truths  that  were  not 
generally  known  before,  his  fuperiority  will 
be  acknowledged  ; if  it  does  not,  he  mull: 
expedl  to  be  depofed  from  the  fituation  he 
aflumes,  and  to  be  placed  in  that  he 
deferves 

It  is 
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It  is  necefTary  to  obferve,  that  egotifm 
and  preemption  are  the  charadteriftics 
of  quackery,  and  quacks  are  thofe  who 
(in  Mr.  Brand’s  opinion)  “ promife  more 
“ than  in  the  nature  of  things  is  poe 
“ fible,  therefore  are  to  be  fulpedted  of 
“ doing  lefs  than  can  or  ought  to  be 
iC  done.” 
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TH  E treatment  of  Raptures  is  an  employ- 
ment that  has  been  more  fubjeft  to  the 
depredations  of  quacks  than  any  branch  of  the 
healing  art ; but  the  great  improvements  that  have 
been  made  in  that  art,  and  particularly  in  the 
knowledge  of  this  diforder,  have  now  made  it 
univerfally  known,  that  the  only  method  of 
treating  it  is  to  return  the  parts  into  the  abdomen, 
and  apply  a proper  elaftic  trufs,  to  prevent  their 
future  protrufion. 

This  being  the  cafe,  Mr.  Brand  mull  owe  his 
excellence,  if  he  has  any,  to  his  fuperior  method 
of  making  and  applying  his  Elastic  Bandages, 
which  he  formerly  called  his  Patent  Elaftic  TruJJes , 
but  at  prefent  he  feems  to  have  forgot  that  appel- 
B lation. 
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Iatiott,  except  in  one  place,  which  I fhall  take 
notice  of  hereafter.  As  I with  to  do  him  ftii£l 
juftice,  and  give  him  an  opportunity  of  producing 
every  circumftance  in  his  favour,  and  fhew  the 
juftice  of  his  pretenfions  to  this  mofl  “ efficient” 
part  of  his  bufiliefs,  as  he  calls  it,  I will  begin 
thefe  obfervatiotis  by  relating  a little  anecdote, 
which  will  fet  them  in  their  proper  light. 

Mr.  Brand’s  father  Was  a private  centinel  in  his 
late  Majefty’s  fcrvice,  from  whence  he  was  dif- 
charged  on  account  of  a rupture,  that  rendered 
him  unfit  for  duty.  As  he  was  really  a gentle- 
man-foldier,  i.  e.  bred  to  no  trade,  he  engaged 
in  the  fervice  of  a cutler,  at  Wapping,  in  qua- 
lity of  turn-wheel : here,  during  the  intervals  of 
his  employment,  he  learnt  the  ufe  of  their  work- 
ing tools,  and  by  dint  of  labour  and  patience 
made  himfelf  a trufs,  probably  in  imitation  of 
that  he  wore  for  his  diforder.  It  was  natural  for' 
him  to  think  he  way  as  well  qualified  to  make 
truffes  for  others  as  himfelf ; for  this  rcafon  he 
left  the  wheel,  and  commenced  trufs-maker;  and 
fo  far  I think  had  great  merit  ; for  any  man,  who 
can  raife  himfelf  in  the  world  by  honourable  means, 
deferves  public  encouragement.  He  was  patro- 
nized by  feveral  gentlemen  of  the  faculty,  who, 
feeing  him  induflrious,  recommended  him  to  con- 
fiderable  bufmefs : a great  change,  however,  foon 

appeared 
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appeared  in  his  behaviour,  for,  like  the  Devil  in 
Milton-,  who,  thus  high  uplifted  beyond  hope, 
afpires  beyond  thus  high,”  he  no  fooner  found 
himfelf  able  to  live  better  than  the  ordinary  fons 
of  Mars,  than  ambition  fired  his  mind,  and  he 
refolved  to  engrofs  the  whole  bufinefs  to  himfelf; 
for  this  laudable  purpofe,  he  pretended  to  be  the 
firft  inventor  of  Elaftic  Trulfes,  purchafed  a 
patent  to  fecure  the  fale  of  them  to  himfelf,  and 
profecuted  feveral  trufs^makefs  for  pirating  his 
invention* 

On  the  trial  of  one  of  thefe  caufes,  (Brand 
againft  Reid)  it  was  unluckily  proved,  that  a 
Mr.  Blakey,  the  firft  man  who  made  them  in 
England,  and  acknowledged  that  he  brought  the 
invention  from  Paris,  had  fold  elaftic  truffes  near 
thirty  years  before  the  date  of  Mr,  Brand's  patent, 
that  refembled  his  in  every  refpe6l  but  one — they 
were  much  better:  it  was  proved  too,  that  feveral 
trufs-makers  of  eftablifhed  reputation  had  made 
them  in  the  fame  manner  ever  finfre  Mr.  Blakey 
introduced  them,  Mr.  Brand  was  call,  and  of 
courfe  the  patent  declared  to  be  an  impofition. 

It  is  faid,  (<  the  fins  of  the  father  (hall  be  vifited 
upon  the  children,”  but  I declare  I did  not  relate 
this  affair  to  fulfil  that  do&rine  : all  that’s  meant 
by  it  is,  to  fhew  that  as  it  was  proved  in  a court 
B 2 of 
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of  juftice,  that  Mr.  Brand’s  attempt  to  obtain  the 
whole  reputation  and  profit  of  this  ufeful  bufi- 
nefs,  was  an  impofition ; if  the  fon  has  any  Su- 
perior merit,  it  mud  be  all  his  own  acquifition, 
which  will  redound  more  to  his  honour,  if  true  ; 
but  if  his  pretenfions  are  like  his  father  s,  ground- 
lefs,  his  fault  will  be  much  extenuated,  if  we  con- 
sider that  a weaknefs  of  this  kind  appears  to  be 
a family  defeft. 

' *'  f 'ft  „ ' , *>  . . , , r , , •( 

That  the  reader  may  be  enabled  to  pafs  his 
judgment  on  this  fubjeft,  fo  important  to  Mr. 
Brand’s  reputation,  I will  now  examine  his  pam- 
phlet, and  leave  the  public  to  form  a juft  opinion 
of  its  and  his  merit. 

• 1 . ......  ; * r ( . „ . *>  . t i 

By  the  title-page,  ( which  is  Chirurgical  Ejfays  on 
the  caufes  and  fymptoms  of  Ruptures , their  natural 
confequences , if  negleEled ; and  the  various  dangers 
in  applying  Trujfes ; by  T.  Brand , Surgeon  Extra - 
ordinary , in  cafes  of  Ruptures , to  his  MajeJlys  Royal 
Hofpital  at  Greenwich)  the  uninformed  reader  may 
imagine,  that  the  caufes,  Symptoms,  &c.  were 
hitherto  unknown  ; that  Mr.  Brand  firlt  difeovered 
them  to  the  public,  and  that  his  title  of  Surgeon 
Extraordinary,  See.  implies  that  he  is  a Surgeon 
of  extraordinary  merit : this,  1 humbly  conceive, 
is  not  the  cafe.  The  man  whofe  profelfion  is  a 
mixture  of  the  mechanical  and  liberal,  is  more 

than 
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than  the  one,  and  lefs  than  the  other ; as  Mr.  Brand 
is,  by  his  own  account,  of  this  mixt  clafs,  it  fol- 
lows, that  Rupture  Surgeon  Extraordinary  means 
additional  furgeon  for  the  performance  of  inferior 
bulinefs ; therefore  if  Mr.  Brand’s  title  is  proper, 
the  furgeon’s  mate  in  a man  of  war  fhould  be 
{tiled  furgeon  extraordinary  on  board  his  Ma- 
jefty’s  £hip,  &c. 

.1  - ■-  - • * 

Having  fet  his  title  in  its  proper  light,  let  tis  now 
come  to  his  efiays,  and  {hew  that  the  fubftance  of 
them  Was  well  known  before  the  publication  of  his 
pamphlet.  The  preface  may  be  compared  to  an 
advertifement,  or  proclamation,  faying,  Come 
hither,  O ye  people  1 attend  to  the  inftru£!ions  of 
my  pen,  for  I will  tell  you  things  llrange  and 
wonderful,  that  can  be,  learnt  from  no  man  but 
myfelf ! As  our  expeSlations  are  railed  by  this 
important  beginning,  we  are  induced  to  turn  over 
the  book,  every  leaf  promifing  the  wonderful  in- 
formation, and  telling  us  of  the  authors  great 
abilities;  but,  behold!  after  reading  108  pages, 
the  melancholy  account  clofes,  leaving  readers  of 
every  denomination  difappointed;  for  to  the  learned 
he  hath  told  nothing,  and  the  ignorant  fent  unin- 
formed away. 

One  particular,  however,  he  has  not  forgot  to 
mention,  viz,  that  himfelf  only  underflands  his 

pro- 
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profeffion ; but  he  does  not  feem  defirous  to  con* 
vince  us  of  this ; no,  we  are  to  believe  it  by  find** 
ing  he  has  publifhed  a pamphiet,  and  imagine  that 
to  be  a prodigy  of  learning,  as  Boniface  admired 
Foigard’s  Latin ; he  did  not  underftand  it,  but,  a* 
he  talked  it  fo  fall,  of  courfe  it  mull  be  good. 

' • - . . t.  : . > , * i J . \ # • 1 ' . f i i 

But  I do  not  expert  to  have  my  ajfertiom  cre- 
dited without  proofs.  Every  fyllable  of  true  in- 
formation that  is  in  Mr.  Brand’s  pamphlet,  may 
be  found  in  Mr.  Pott’s  treatife  on  Ruptures ; that 
gentleman’s  work  being  fo  univerfally  lead  by  thofe 
patients  who  with  to  underhand  the  diforder,  as 
well  as  the  faculty,  Mr.  Brand  furely  can  claim  no 
merit  by  the  information.  It  is  not  my  intention 
to  croud  thefe  remarks  with  nnneceffary  quota- 
tions ; I mud  therefore  defire  thofe  who  entertain 
a doubt  of  this,  to  compare  the  two  works,  where 
they  will  find  the  fame  account  of  the  caufes,  &c. 
of  ruptiares,  with  only  the  difference  that  might 
be  expefted  fvom  the  inequality  of  the  writers 
abilities.. 

If  Mr.  Brand  had  no  new  information  to  give 
the  public,  why  did  he  take  up  his  pen  ? In  an^ 
fwer  to  this  he  may  perhaps  fay,  he  did  not  write 
to  thofe  who  underflood  the  diforder,  but  to  the 
uninformed  patients — to  tell  them  of  his  fuperior 
fkill,  I fincerely  believe  he  did  not  wifh  that  any 
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Olle  who  is  converfant  with  the  fubjecl*  fhould 
Fee  his  pamphlet ; if  he  could  have  efcaped  their 
notice,  his  ends  might  have  been  anfvvered : but 
examine  the  foundation  of  his  pretenfions,  and 
what  does  he  produce  to  fupport  them  ? — a pam* 
phlet  of  108  pages,  which  he  fays  the  common  prin- 
ciples of  humanity  urged  him  to  publifh,  to  detefb 
the  prefomption  of  quacks  and  the  ignorance  of 
trufs-makers,  and  of  eourfe  (hew  his  own  fope- 
rior  knowledge : of  what  does  that  knowledge 
confift  ? Deprive  his  efTays  of  the  obfcurity  he 
feems  to  have  ftudioufly  involved  them  in,  fon 
purpofe,  I foppofe,  for  the  uninformed  reader} 
and  they  appear  to  be  a compofition  of  truth  that 
is  or  might  have  been  extra&ed  from  another  au- 
thor, assertions  in  favotir  of  himfelf  and  to  the 
prejudice  of  others,  truifms,  and  fome  falfehoods, 
and  even  the  technical  terms  either  ignorantly 
ufed  or  ftudioufly  mifapplied.  That  this  account 
is  not  exaggerated,  will  be  evident  to  everyone 
who  attends  to  the  following  extra&s,  which  I once 
thought  to  have  arranged  in  fome  order,  but  I 
afterwards  found  it  was  impcffible,  as  nonfenfe, 
truifm,  falfehood,  and  abfurdity,  are  fo  curioufly 
blended  in  every  part  of  the  pamphlet,  that  when, 
I attempted  to  fet  either  by  themfelves,  the  reft 
were  fore  to  follow,  and  reduce  the  whole  to  their 
•original  confufion ; therefore  I have  been  obliged 
to  follow  him,  collecting  foch  pafTages  as  are  wor- 
thy 
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thy  observation,  which  I fhall  fet  down  in  order 
as  they  occurred  to  me,  with  remarks  that  I hope 
will  enable  the  reader  to  form  a juft;  opinion  of  the 
whole  pamphlet. 

• , - - a • * . # , • f r.»  4 . 

Preface.  cc  I have  feen  fo  many  melancholy 
“ cafes  arifing  from  the  negligence  of  patients, 
“ the  prefumption  of  quacks,  and  the  ignorance 
u of  trufs  makers,  that  I felt  myfelf  urged  by  the 
“ common  principles  of  humanity  to  publilh  the 
following  pages.” 

Page  5.  I have  every  reafon  to  believe  that 
“ moft  of  the  incurable  ruptures  now  under  my 
“ care,  were  rendered  fo  by  the  prefumption  of 
“ quacks,  nurfes,  and  trufs-makers,  and  the  in- 
judicious  manner  in  which  they  were  treated 
w when  young  and  curable.” 

Page  13.  “It  cannot  be  matter  of  furprife  to 
“ any  man  of  the  fmalleft  knowledge  and  re- 
ic  fle&ion,  that  fo  many  ruptures  are  rendered 
“ incurable,  and  even  beyond  any  relief  from 
“ furgery,  that  we  find  patients  fo  often  not  only 
“ expofed  to  the  immediate  hazard  of  their  lives, 
<£  but  a&ually  deftroyed,  through  the  ignorance 
“ of  trufs-makers,  and  the  prefuming  temerity 
of  quacks.” 


Who 


( 9 > 

Who  that  reads  the  above  obfervations,  would 
hot  imagine  the  author  of  them  to  be  pofled  of 
fome  hitherto  undifcovered  method  of  treating 
ruptures,  and  that  all  trufs-makers,  quacks,  and 
nurfes,  were  equally  old  women  and  impodors  ? 
But  will  any  one  give  him  credit  for  the  asser- 
tion, v/hen  they  know  he  is  one  of  the  number? 

The  firft  thirty-three  pages  contain  an  account 
of  the  caufes,  fymptorns,  &c.  as  before  defcribed, 
befides  the?  ufual  hints  in  favour  of  himfelf,  and 
the  following  remarkable  difcoveries,  viz.  if  a 
rupture  is  not  kept  up,  it  will  fall  down ; if  the 
inteftine  is  confined,  it  cannot  be  at  liberty  to  per- 
form its  fun&ions ; if  the  dri&ure  continues,  the 
intedine  will  indame,  proceed  to  mortification, 
and  bring  on  death,  if  not  prevented  by  proper 
remedies.  By  the  importance  of  this  detail,  I 
imagine  it  was  not  known  before,  that  if  the  ope- 
rations of  Nature  are  interrupted,  die  mud  be 
put  out  of  her  way  •,  and  when  a man  is  ill  of  a 
dangerous  difeafe,  if  he  does  not  ufe  the  proper 
remedies,  he  will  probably  die.  The  uninformed 
are  much  obliged  to  M r.  Brand  for  making  thefe 
difcoveries  public. 

The  cafe,  p.  20,  contains  a circumdance  which 
illudrates  Mr.  Brand’s  (kill  and  penetration  fo 
fully,  that  I fhould  do  him  the  greated  injudice  if 
G I omitted 
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I omitted  it.  He  fays,  c<  The  fpermatic  chords 
“ were  dill  confide rably  enlarged ; but  I was  fur- 
“ prifed  at  not  being  able  to  difcover  the  teftes  in 
“ their  proper  places.  In  my  firft  furprife  I 
u aflced  him,  if  they  had  ever  been  down  in  the 
*e  fcrotum  ?’*  Can  a man  give  a greater  proof  of 
his  knowledge,  than  by  alking  fuch  a queftion, 
holding  the  fpermatic  chord  in  his  hand  ? It  was 
in  fa£l  telling  the  patient  he  was  a very  curious 
fubjetft,  as  he,  Mr.  Brand,  thought  Nature  had 
placed  his  teftes  on  that  part  of  the  fpermatic 
chord  that  was  within  the  abdomen,  inftead  of 
that  which  is  without;  and  to  relate  this  ftory 
himfelf  too!  O Wit!  Wit!  how  haft  thou  fa- 
voured Mr.  Brand,  when  he  wifhed  to  inform  the  i 
world  that  he  was  a moft  extraordinary  furgeon ! 

Page  25,  he  fays,  “ It  is  fcarce  necelTary  to 
“ obferve,  that  if  the  rupture  be  of  the  omentum, 

“ the  ftri&ure  will  be  lefs  dangerous  than  when  the 
inteftine  is  concerned.” 

This  is  not  true : they  are  equally  dangerous, 
becaufe  the  effeft;  produced  on  either  by  ftrifhire 
is  the  fame  ; the  only  difference  mult  be  in  the 
time  requifite  to  produce  that  effe£l : as  the  in- 
teftine contains  a greater  quantity  of  blood-veffels, 
a ftri&ure  upon  it  will  impede  the  circulation  more 
than  a ftriflure  upon  the  omentum,  and  of  courfe 

mortify 
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mortify  fooner  than  the  omentum  would  under  the 
fame  circurn fiances ; therefore  if  the  ftri&ure  can- 
not  be  removed,  the  effeft  will  be  the  fame ; for 
this  reafon  they  are  equally  dangerous.  Mr.  Pott 
mentions  feverai  omental  ruptures  that  have  been 
fatal. 

Mr.  Brand  has  fpun  out  feven  pages  on  the  pal- 
liative cafe,  the  fubftance  of  which  is,  the  patient 
muft  always  wear  a trufs  to  prevent  the  return  of 
the  rupture : if  it  does  not  fuit  the  cafe,  it  will 
not  anfwer  that  purpofe ; and  if  it  does  not,  it 
muft  be  hurtful.  We  are  certainly  much  obliged 
to  him  for  dflcovering,  that  if  the  remedy  is  not 
proper  for  the  diforder  it  is  given  to  cure,  it  can- 
not be  expe£led  to  have  a good  effe&;  but  1 
believe  it  was  known  before  Mr.  Brand’s  eflays 
were  publifhed,  that  if  a rupture  came  down  under 
the  trufs,  the  preffure  of  the  pad  may  produce 
the  fame  effeft  as  a ftri&ure;  or  at  leaf^  fpim 
adhefions. 

Page  34.  After  lamenting  the  general  want  of 
knowledge  in  curing  ruptures,  he  fays,  “ I do  not 
“ remember  one  patient,  who  was  retained  with 
a view  to  have  the  radical  cure  performed 
4 at  the  hofpital,  while  I was  a pupil.’* 

C ^ l will 
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I will  explain  this  to  him.  Our  hofpital  fur« 
geons  are  men  of  the  firft  profeflional  abilities ; 
they  know  that  when  a rupture  is  returned  into 
the  abdomen,  and  a proper  trufs  applied,  art  can 
do  no  more  for  the  patient : the  radical  cure  is 
fometimes  effe&ed,  fometimes  not;  it  depends 
upon  the  patient’s  care,  and  circumftances  in  his 
conllitution,  which  they  cannot  accelerate,  or  even 
tell  if  they  will  take  place  or  not ; for  this  reafon, 
when  they  have  done  this  for  their  hofpital  pa- 
tients, they  difcharge  them.  The  man  that  openly 
or  covertly  lays  he  can  do  more  for  the  radical  cure 
of  a rupture  than  this,  “ promifes  more  than  in 
“ the  nature  of  things  is  pofiible,  and  therefore  is 
€C  to  be  fufpedled  of  doing  lefs  than  can  or  ought 
“ to  be  done.” 

If  Mr.  Brand  had  confidered  that  many  men 
are  but  thirty-one  inches  in  circumference,  he 
would  have  reduced  the  lize  of  the  rupture  he 
mentions,  p.  36,  ten  or  fifteen  inches,  to  bring  it 
within  the  verge  of  probability. 

Of  his  own  trades,  he  fays,  p.  39,  <c  At  the 
“ end  of  this  pamphlet,  the  reader  will  find  the 
“ opinions  of  fome  eminent  gentlemen  relative  to 
<c  the  Patent  Elajtic  Truffes I thought  Mr.  Brand 
had  loft  the  patent,  as  he  mentions  it  but  this  once; 

I refer  the  reader  to  the  beginning  of  thefe  re- 
marks 
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marks  For  an  account  of  it,  and  will  examine  the 
gentlemen’s  opinions  when  we  come  to  them. 
To  conclude  this  fentence,  he  fays,  “ upon  which 
<c  I (hall  only  fay  I have  bellowed  a great  deal 
tc  of  time  and  lludy.”  It  appears  to  have  been 
much  time  and  lludy  very  ill  bellowed. 

On  the  radical  cure  Mr.  Brand  has  acquitted 
himfelf  very  well,  conlidering  the  difficulty  of  the 
fubjefl;  for  inllead  of  boldly  alferting  impoffibi- 
lities,  he  has  only  talked  nonfenfe,  by  insinua- 
ting that  he  can  perform  them.  By  what  I can 
underhand  from  this  part  of  his  fubjefl,  which  is 
not  the  leaft  obfcure  in  the  pamphlet,  he  means  to 
fay,  ’ti xpoffible  that  patients  of  every  age  may  be 
cured,  ’tis  probable  he  can  cure  them,  ergo,  ’tis 
worth  every  one’s  while  to  try  his  improved  me- 
thod of  cure,  and  I fuppofe  pay  him  well  for  his 
trouble ; at  the  fame  time,  by  the  caution  he  fays 
is  necelfary  to  be  ufed  by  thofe  who  take  his  ad- 
vice, it  is  impoffible  for  them  to  know  whether 
they  are  cured  or  not. 

Mr.  Brand  profelfes  to  underfland  the  diforder: 
if  he  does,  he  Ihould  likewife  know,  that  every 
man  of  character  or  chirurgical  abilities  is  of  opi- 
nion, (and  ’tis  probable  they  too  know  fomething 
of  it)  that  ’tis  impoffible  to  cure  a rupture  by  any 
other  means  than  I have  defcribed.  As  Mr.  Brand’s 
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opinion  is  different  from  the  whole  of  the  faculty, 
and  it  does  not  appear  that  he  knows  more  of  the 
fubjeft  than  they  do,  it  is  reafonable  to  condude 
that  he  does  not  underfland  his  fubjeft  *,  for  this 
reafon,  I will  tell  him  what  the  operation  is  that 
naturally  takes  in  the  radical  cure  of  a rupture. 
The  intefline  and  omentum  are  returned  into  the 
abdomen,  the  homial  fac  does  not  return ; if  the 
rupture  does  not  protrude  again,  the  fides  of  the 
fac  lie  in  contaft,  adhelions  are  formed,  which  at 
length  unite  them  into  one  fubflance.  If  the 
homial  fac  does  return,  as  is  faid  by  fome  writers, 
the  laceration  between  the  integument  and  the 
obliquus  externus  mufcle,  which  mufl  have  taken 
place  at  the  firfl  appearance  of  the  rupture,  is 
healed  the  fame  way.  Mr.  Brand  fays,  page  66, 
*c  Thofe  patients  that  have  been  radically  cured, 
“ fhould  always  wear  trufies  afterwards  as  a pre- 
<c  vention .”  There  is  no  fymptom  by  which  we 
can  know  if  a rupture  is  radically  cured,  unlefs 
the  bandage  is  laid  afide,  and  it  does  not  return. 
If  Mr.  Brand’s  prudent  advice  is  followed,  the 
patient  cannot  know  if  he  is  cured  or  not  j there- 
fore if  lie  will  undertake  to  cure  a ruptur®,  he 
(hould  inform  us  by  what  means  he  knows  if  the 
cure  is  affe&ed,  as  it  is  unknown  to  every  one  but 
himfeff,  and  is  believed  to  be  impoflible. 
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When  a man  takes  money  of  a patient  to  cure 
him  of  a diforder  that  himfelf  allows,  “ is  fre- 
cc  quently  to  be  milled,”  and  is  fo  circumdanced 
that  if  his  advice  is  taken,  no  one  can  know  if  the 
cure  is  effe&ed,  he  gives  the  world  reafon  to  call 
him  at  lead  u ignorant  and  prefuming but  when 
the  fame  man  pretends:  to  great  knowledge  in  his 
profellion,  which  is  famous  for  giving  rife  to 
empirics,  he  gives  the  feniible  part  of  the  world 
reafon  to  think  he  himfelf  is  a quack ; and  thofe 
are  the  people  who,  in  Mr.  Brand's  opinion,  “ pre - 
“ tend  to  do  more  than  in  the  nature  of  things  is  poffi* 
<c  hie , and  therefore  are  to  be  fufp eHed  of  doing  lefs 
c<  than  can  or  ought  to  be  done /* 

He  has  taken  much  pains  to  explain  the  impor- 
tance of  good  trufies,  and  added  feveral  cafes  to 
prove  the  fuperiority  of  his  own,  As  it  is  well 
known  that  the  conftant  ufe  of  trulTes  is  the  only 
method  to  palliate  or  cure  a rupture,  it  required 
but  few  words  to  convince  us,  that  if  they  were 
not  properly  made  they  could  not  have  the  defired 
effefl ; but  Mr.  Brand  likes  to  make  the  moll  of  a 
little  information,  which  he  fpreads  in  fome  parts 
of  his  pamphlet,  like  leaf-gold  upon  a gingerbread 
watch ; if  the  pofieflor  rubs  it,  to  try  its  real  value, 
on  the  flighted  touch  the  glitter  difappears,  and 
leaves  not  a wreck  behind. 


The 
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The  ufe  of  chirurgical  or  medical  cafes  is  to  fhetf 
the  fuccefs  of  new  methods  of  treating  diforders 
that  were  before  but  imperfe&ly  known,  or  im- 
proved methods  of  treating  well-known  difeafes. 

Mr.  Brand  difdains  to  publifh  any  cafes  of  this 
kind  : what  he  means  to  tell  us  is  of  more  impor- 
tance— to  himfelf,  viz.  that  his  ElaJHc  Truffes  are  \ 

the  only  ones  that  can  be  of  ufe  to  ruptured  pa- 
tients, and  produces  ten  cafes  to  prove  it.  If  the 
worft,  the  moft  ignorant  trufs-maker  in  London 
had,  in  the  courfe  of  his  life,  an  hundred  cafes,  it 
is  probable  that  a fifth  part  of  them  would  be 
favourable,  and  it  requires  no  great  invention  to 
cotnpofe  cafes  like  Mr.  Brand’s  ; therefore,  if  his 
are  to  have  the  force  of  proofs,  it  follows  that  any 
man  who  could  produce  or  invent  twenty  fuch 
cafes,  might  eftablifh  himfelf  as  a man  of  great 
fkill  without  further  enquiry. 

Page  75,  he  mentions  a man  who  “ pretended 
cc  to  make  trulfes  on  Mr.  Brand’s  principles.”  A 
man  might  make  fuch  a promife ; but  if  he  did , he 
paid  Mr.  Brand  a compliment  he  little  deferved ; 
as  it  appears,  from  the  account  of  the  patent,  if 
Mr.  Brand’s  trulfes  are  made  on  any  principle  at 
all,  that  principle  was  well  known,  and  univei Tally 
praflifed,  before  even  his father  made  them. 

Page 
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Page  79,  he  mentions  a patient  <c  that  carried 
€t  his  trufs  to  a man  who  fpoiled  it  by  new  lining 
<c  it,  for  when  done  it  did  not  keep  up  his  rup- 
ture  as  ufual.”  I can  fafely  fay  this  affertion  is 
falfe,  or  the  trufs  was  never  a good  one.  The 
utility  of  the  trufs  depends  upon  the  goodnefs  of 
the  fpring,  which  fhould  be  made  of  well-tem- 
pered heel ; if  it  is  properly  made,  nothing  but 
fire  can  change  its  form  ; the ve  ore  taking  off  the 
old  covering,  and  fubftituting  a new  one,  could 
not  alter  it,  if  properly  made : but  I will  allow 
this  might  have  been  altered,  as  I know  Mr. Brands 
truftes  are  not  made  of  all  tempered  heel ; fome 
parts  of  them  are  of  thin  iron,  which  bends  very 
eahly ; therefore  this  might  have  been  uninten- 
tionally altered,  as  he  fays. 

Page  80,  he  fays,  his  patient  “ blamed  his  ill- 
ce  timed  parfimony,  for  it  feems  he  had  taken 
“ the  trufs  to  be  lined  only,  to  Jave  the  expence  of  a 
<e  new  one  ” Does  not  this  insinuate.  the  necefllty 
of  having  a new  trufs  every  time  the  covering  wears 
out  ? If  Mr.  Brand  can  make  his  patients  of  that 
opinion,  he  certainly  has  more  addrefs  than  the  reft 
pf  his  profefiion.  I am  fure  that  a trufs  properly 
made  may  be  worn  feveral  years,  have  the  cover- 
ing renewed  as  often  as  it  wears  out,  and,  if  no 
accident  happens  to  break  it,  at  the  end  of  that 
time  be  as  ferviceable  as  it  was  at  firft. 
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He  concludes,  by  faying,  that  fo  Jong  as  a rup- 
ture can  poffib  y come  down,  the  patient  cannot 
be  cured ; and  gravely  tells  us,  “ this  fa6t  cannot 
46  be  denied  in  the  language  of  quackery The 
World  is  much  obliged  to  Mr.  Brand’s  penetration 
for  difcovenng  that  while  a man  is  lick  he  cannot 
be  faid  to  be  well,  and  I firmly  believe  no  quack 
will  contradict  that  alfertion. 

He  then  takes  his  leave,  faying,  ef  the  unin- 
formed  may  be  much  obliged  to  him  for  his 
labour.”  1 hope  the  uninformed  patient  will  be 
more  obliged  to  me  for  explaining  his  pamphlet, 
than  to  him  for  writing  it.  if  he  means  the  un- 
informed Professor,  I can  only  fay,  that  I am 
an  uninformed  cTrufs-makeri  who  wilh  to  ferve 
thofe  unfortunate  people  that  employ  me;  but 
notwithftanding  Mr.  Brand’s  extenfive  practice,  and 
his  publifhing  this  work  as  the  refult  of  it,  I have 
found  nothing  in  it  that  I had  not  learnt  by  ftudy- 
ing  the  former  writers  on  this  fubjedf,  and  my 
own  obfervations ; therefore  I cannot  thank  him 
for  his  information  : but  as  he  has  promifed  to  lay 
fomething  more  worthy  attention  before  the  public 
on  a future  day , I allure  him  whenever  that  day 
comes,  I lliall  be  as  ready  as  at  prefent  to  pay 
him  all  the  attention  and  deference  he  deferves. 
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Here  follows  the  opinions  of  two  medical  gen- 
tlemen, to  £hew  the  <e  efficiency"  of  Mr.  Brand’s 
Elaftic  Trulfes : 

The  firffc  fays,  “ I have  feen  fome  inftances 
“ where  Mr.  Brand’s  Elaftic  Truffes  have  been 
<c  fuccefsful,  when  others  have  failed. 

“ (Signed)  Edward  Barry/* 

Will  Mr.  Brand  fay  whether  this  certificate  was 
given  to  him  or  his  father  ? Sir  Edward  has  been 
dead  feveral  years : he  died  even  before  Mr.  Brand  s 
patent  was  proved  to  be  an  impolition.  If  Sir 
Edward  meant  to  fay,  he  thought  Mr.  Brand’s 
truffes  were  a new  invention,  and  better  than  all 
others,  and  gave  it  to  the  father,  it  is  evident  that 
he  was  impofed  upon : if  he  gave  it  to  the  fon  for 
the  fame  purpofe,  it  proves  that  he  really  had  a 
new  and  improved  method  of  making  truffes, 
while  his  father  was  impofing  upon  the  public  by 
falfe  pretences.  If  he  had  this  invention,  why 
did  not  he  produce  it,  to  fhew  that  he  did  not  de- 
ferve  the  cenfure  that  juftly  fell  upon  his  father  ? 
Why  was  it  not  produced  during  his  father’s  life, 
who  died  fome  years  after  Sir  Edward  Barrys 
deceafe  ? Or  why  has  not  Mr.  Brand’s  pretended 
fuperiority  been  demonftrated  to  the  prefen t mo- 
ment, by  fomething  more  than  his  own  ipfe  dixit? 
Could  the  truth  of  this  affair  be  difcovered,  I fancy 
D 2 it 
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it  would  appear  that  this  certificate  was  one  of* 
thofe  procured  by  Old  Brand,  to  fupport  his  pre- 
tenfions,  when  he  firft  ftarted  his  projeft;  and 
that  when  the  fon  determined  to  publifh-(as  he 
has  fhewn  no  proofs  of  his  fuperiority)  he  thought 
it  was  as  convenient  to  make  ufe  of  this  (which,  as 
it  was  giv-n  to  a Mr.  Brand,  would  pafs  current 
with  the  public)  as  to  apply  to  the  medical  gen- 
tlemen of  the  day,  who  are  too  well  acquainted 
with  the  Patent  Elafiic  Trujfies  to  fupport  them  with 
their  names. 

This  conjefture  will  have  the  force  of  truth* 
unlefs  Mr.  Brand  can  prove  that  he  has  obtained 
a patent  fince  his  father's  was  declared  to  be  of 
no  ufe  ; if  this  is  the  cafe,  how  could  Sir  Edward 
Barry  give  his  opinion  of  the  “ efficiency ’ of  the 
invention  fome  years  after  he  was  in  his  grave  ? 
But  even  fuppofe  Mr.  Brand  can  furmount  all  thefc 
difficulties,  and  prove  the  certificate  was  given  to 
himfelf  only,  what  does  Sir  Edward  fay  in  his  fa- 
vour?— that  he  hasfeen  Mr.  Brands  truifes  lome- 
times  fucceed,  when  others  have  failed. 

How  indifferent  mult  the  caufe  be  that  is  obliged 
to  fly  for  fupport  to  an  opinion  given  fo  long  ago, 
and  in  fuch  an  undecided  manner,  when  there  are 
fo  many  eminent  gentlemen  living,  who  would 
doubtlefs  give  their  teflimony  in  its  favour  at  pre- 
fers, if  it  had  any  meric* 
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There  is  the  opinion  of  another  gentleman* 
who  fays,  he  has  often  feen  Mr.  Brand’s  Elaflic 
“ Trufles,  which  he  thinks  are  conftru£led  on  a 
<c  more  efficient  principle,  and  confequently  ard 
u more  important  to  the  fafety  of  the  patient  than 
<c  any  he  has  feen/’  There  is  no  reafon  to  doubt 
this  gentleman’s  authority,  which  he  certainly  don’t 
intend  to  go  beyond  his  own  practice,  as  he  does  not 
fay  no  man  can  make  them  fo  well  as  Mr.  Brand, 
nor  does  he  fay  he  has  feen  the  works  of  every  marl 
of  the  fame  profeffion ; and  I am  convinced  that 
gentleman  would  not  have  fuffered  his  name  to 
come  before  the  public,  had  he  thought  it  would 
have  been  brought  to  fupport  the  pretenfions  of  a 
man  who  has  given  no  proofs  of  his  fupertor 
merit. 

This  is  the  fubftance  of  a work  introduced  to 
the  public  to  (hew  the  author’s  great  profellional 
abilities ; but  after  examining  every  part  of  it 
with  the  greateft  attention,  lam  only  convinced 
of  one  circumftance,  viz.  that  Mr.  Brand  has 
more  felf-conceit  than  any  of  thofe  he  cenfures ; 
and  I think  it  will  be  necelfary,  when  “ the  com^ 
“ mon  principles  of  humanity  urge  him  to  pub- 
“ lifh  fomething  more  worthy  attention,”  that  he 
ihould  prove  what  he  has  ajferted  to  be  true,  that 
trufs-makers,  i.  e,  all  trufs-makers,  are  ignorant 
and  prefumptuous  f that  he  has  more  learning 

and 
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and  modefty  than  any  of  them,  (for  diffidence  ia 
generally  a proof  of  learning)  and  that  he  is  better 
qualified  to  perform  the  radical  cure  of  ruptures- 
than  thofe  furgeons  who  do  not  take  patients  with 
that  view. 

There  are,  I believe,  in  all  profeffions,  men 
who  do  not  underhand  what  they  pra&ife.  The 
trufs-makers  may  be  divided  into  two  daffies : the 
firft  are  ignorant  mechanics,  who  fell  truffies,  and 
fcarcely  know  their  ufe,  or  the  confequences  of 
mifapplying  them  ; we  (hall  eafily  allow  Mr.  Brand 
to  be  fuperior  to  thefe. 

Mr.  Brand’s  infinuations  are  levelled  at  the  whole 
.profeflion  ; but  if  any  can  think  ignorance  and 
prefumption  are  their  general  charaderiflics,  they 
will,  upon  enquiry,  find  themfelves  miftaken,  I 
believe  there  is  no  man  o reputation  in  this  bufi- 
nefs,  who  is  not  well  acquainted  w-ith  the  diforder, 
and  has  not  ftudied  anatomy  fo  far  as  it  relates  to 
the  profeflion,  which  they  are  at  leaf!  as  well  qua- 
lified for  as  Mr.  Brand,  although  they  may  not 
affume  greater  confequence  than  they  are  entitled 
to,  by  calling  themfelves  Surgeons  Extraordi- 
nary, &c. 

Therefore,  if  Mr.  Brand  will  continue  his 
infinuations  to  the  prejudice  of  all  the  profef- 

fion, 
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Hon,  and  affume  the  fuperiority  to  himfelf,  hg 
mud  produce  greater  proofs  of  his  merit  than  his 
pamphlet  contains,  before  that  fuperiority  can  be 
allowed  him  by  the  public. 

Where  did  Mr.  Brand  get  his  knowledge  ? — if 
in  the  anatomical  fchools  of  this  metropolis,  as 
they  are  open  to  every  body,  others  may  have 
learnt  as  much  in  them  as  he  has ; or  will  he  fay. 
Nature  has  given  him  greater  abilities,  and  enabled 
him  to  acquire  knowledge  beyond  the  reach  of 
every  other  man  ? If  ihe  has  fo  qualified  him, 
he  is  too  difcreet  to  make  an  oflentatious  difplay 
of  her  favours,  for  po  proof  of  their  being  in  his 
polfeffion  has  yet  tranfpired,  either  by  his  pam- 
phlet or  any  other  means.  As  it  is  evident  he 
has  faid  nothing  new  on  the  diforder,  it  is  necef* 
fary  that  he  fhould  prove  his  fuperiority  in  that 
part  of  the  profeffion,  before  the  truth  of  his 
' claim  can  be  believed. 

Does  he  refl  his  aflfumed  fuperiority  on  his 
trulfes  ? In  what  does  that  fuperiority  confilt  ? 
He  learnt  his  profeffion  from  his  father,  who  like- 
wife  said  he  made  them  better  than  any  one  elfe; 
his  pretenfions  were  proved  to  be  an  impofpion, 
in  a court  of  juftice  \ therefore  Mr.  Brand  fhould 
prove  that  his  trulfes  are  not  only  better,  but  made 
on  a principle  different  from  his  fathers,  or  the 
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fenfible  part  of  his  readers  will  think  his  claim 
an  attempt  to  revive  the  impofture.  I think  this 
(hould  be  the  fubjeft  of  his  next  pamphlet,  where, 
inftead  of  infinuating  that  all  the  profellion  are 
ignorant  and  prefuming,  he  fhould  infert  ftrong 
proofs  of  his  fuperiority,  fupported  by  reafon  and 
fcience,  inftead  of  his  own  ipfe  dixit,  and  cafes 
that  the  moft  ignorant  may  meet  with  or  invent . 

The  radical  cure  has  always  been  the  touch- 
ftone  of  rupture  quacks ; they  have  conftastly 
pretended  to  perform  it,  and  as  conftantly  failed. 
Men  of  the  greateft  abilities  have  proved  the  im- 
poflibility  of  doing  it  by  art ; it  mu  ft  be  the  work 
of  Nature  shifted  by  a proper  bandage.  Mr. 
Brand  (hould,  for  his  own  fake,  have  been  ex- 
plicit here  ; if  he  knows  any  other  means  of  curing 
it,  why  does  he  not  fay  fo  ? Men  of  the  greateft 
knowledge  would  be  obliged  to  and  honour  him 
for  the  difcovery.  If  he  does  not,  why  is  he  fur- 
prifed  that  the  hofpital  furgeons  do  not  attempt  to 
do  what  they  think  impoftible  ? Why  does  he 
infinuate  the  poftibility  of  performing  it,  and  in 
another  part  of  his  pamphlet,  give  advice,  which, 
if  the  patients  were  to  take,  it  would  be  impoftible 
for  them  to  know  whether  they  are  cured  pi:  * 
not? 
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I fhall  ndW  conclude  thefe  remarks,  bbferving, 
that  the  quack  who  boldly  promifes  to  cure  a 
rupture,  and  the  man  who  inlinuates  the  proba- 
bility of  doing  it,  and  gives  advice,  which,  if 
taken,  will  render  it  impoflible  for  the  patient  to 
know  whether  the  cure  is  effeaed  or  not,  are 
equally  to  be  thought  guilty  of  “ promifing  to  do 

more  than  in  the  nature  of  things  is  poffible, 
“ and  therefore  lhould  be  fufpeaed  of  doing  lefs 
“ than  can  or  ought  to  be  done.” 

As  much  has  been  faid,  both  in  thefe  re- 
marks and  in  Mr.  Brand’s  pamphlet,  on  quacks 
and  impoftors,  and  as  it  is  evident  that  all  rup- 
ture quacks  in  future  will  be  quacking  trufs- 
makers  or  rupture  furgeons,  I will  Hate  what 
lhould  be  the  treatment  a patient  ought  to  receive 
from  the  perfon  he  applies  to  for  relief,  and  which 
I think  will  be  generally  allowed  to  be  a criterion 
to  diftinguilh  the  fair  praaitioner  from  the  em- 
piric, whatever  title  he  may  aflume. 

The  man  who  applies  to  a furgeon  for  advice 
is  generally  ignorant  of  his  complaint,  but  de- 
fcribes  the  fymptoms  of  it  as  well  as  he  can  • the 
furgeon  compares  the  defcription  with  his  own  ob- 
fervations  and  knowledge  of  the  diforder,  and 
refers  him  to  the  chemift  or  apothecary  for  the 
•E  proper 


( 26  ) 

proper  remedies : if  it  is  a ruptured  patient,  they 
irefer  him  to  the  trufs-maker. 

But  thofe  who  apply  to  the  Rupture  Sur- 
geon, or  Trufs-maker,  know  what  their  diforder 
is,  and  all  that  can  be  done  for  it ; they  go  to 
purchafe  an  inflrument,  which  the  feller  fhould  > 
apply,  and  be  anfwerable  for  its  utility,  as  much 
as  the  jeweller  is  refponfible  for  the  quality  of 
what  he  fells ; and  therefore,  if  the  Rupture  Surgeon, 
or  Trufs-maker,  is  paid  for  his  trufs,  he  ought  to  be  r 
fatisfied. 

The  profeffion  of  the  fir  ft  is  to  give  advice, 
therefore  he  Ihould  be  paid  for  it  •,  the  other,  not- 
with  Handing  the  pompous  airs  he  may  aflume, 
has  no  advice  to  give,  except  what  relates  to  the 
patient’s  ufe  of  the  trufs  he  purchafes  ; therefore, 
when  he  is  paid  for  th.^t,  he  fhould  make  no 
farther  demand,  except  in  thofe  cafes  that  re- 
quire long  and  tedious  attendance,  or  are  at  a 
diflance  that  requires  fome  expence  to  attend 
them. 

If  this  diftin£lion  is  juft,  what  fiiall  we  think 
of  the  man,  who,  befides  being  paid  for  his 
trufles,  infills  upon  having  fees  for  his  advice 
every  time  the  patient  comes,  and  frequently 

makes 
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makes  a charge  for  t ruffes  and  attendance  equal 
to  what  the  firfl  furgeons  would  expeft  for  the 
moft  dangerous  operations  ? He  extorts  money 
by  falfe  pretences  as  much  as  the  profelt  empiric, 
and  in  fa 6i  is  equally  infamous. 

I frail  now  conclude  this  eflay,  by  afking 
Mr.  Biand,  whether  the  following  particulars  are 
a pait  of  his  improved  method  of  treatment  and 
cure  of  ruptures;  if  they  are,  and  have  been 
fuccefsful  “ in  his  extenfive  police/’  the  in- 
formation will  be  of  public  utility,  as  it  is  very 
certain  that  all  thofe  who  meet  with  rupture  cafes, 
are  fo  defirous  to  improve  themfelves  in  that 
ufeful  profeffion,  that  they  will  immediately 
adopt  a praftice  that  he  has  found  fo  profitable  as 
well  as  “ efficient:’* 

lft.  When  a patient  applies  to  Mr.  Brand, 
does  he  not  infill  upon  being  paid  a guinea  for 
advice  each  time  he  comes,  befides  being  paid  for 
his  trulfes  ? 

2dly.  If  a patient  applies  to  Mr.  Brand,  and 
does  not  approve  of  his  trulfes,  does  not  he,  the 
faid  Mr.  Brand,  inlifl  upon  a guinea  for  what  he 
^alls  advice  ? 

E 2 odly. 
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3dly.  If  the  fird  trufs  a patient  purchafes 
does  not  keep  up  the  rupture  properly,  does 
not  he  the  faid  Mr.  Brand  fay  he  mud  try  another  ; 
if  that  does  not  anfwer,  try  a third  ; and  fo  on, 
till  one  is  found  that  does ; and  is  it  not  underflood 
that  the  patient  is  to  pay  for  the  three,  although 
but  one  of  them  is  of  fervice  to  him  ? a 

4thly.  Do  not  his  truffes  frequently  wear  out 
in  a month  ? and  does  he  not  conflantly  fay  they 
cannot  be  covered  again,  but  the  patient  mud  y 
always  buy  a new  trufs  when  the  covering  of 
the  former  is  worn  out  ? 

5thly.  Has  he  not  advifed  patients  to  bathe 
in  the  fea  with  their  truffes  on  ? If  he  has,  did 
he  not  know  that  the  fait  water  would  dedroy 
them  in  a fhort  time  ? 

6thly.  Has  he  not  frequently  charged  a patient 
fifty  guineas  for  truffes  and  attendance  on  a 
fimple  buboncele,  or  exomphalus,  without  any 
dangerous  fymptoms  ? 

ythly.  If  thefe  things  are  true,  are  they  mod 
like  the  conduft  of  a rapacious  empiric,  or  a 
fair  pra&itioner  ? 
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Mr.  Brand  may  poffibly  decline  anfwering 
thefe  queries  from  a man  who  figns  himfelf 
plain  Trufs-maker,  becaufe  it  is  beneath  the  dig- 
nity of  the  Surgeon  Extraordinary  to  Greenwich 
Hofpital  to  regard fuch  inferior  beings:  this  ex- 
cufe  may  vindicate  his  own  importance  to  himfelf, 
and  meet  with  his  own  approbation  ; but  it  will  call 
to  the  minds  of  unbiaffed  people  the  remarkable 
behaviour  of  Captain  Bluff,  who  boafled  of  his 
great  deeds  one  minute,  fubmitted  to  a hearty 
drubbing  the  next,  and  walked  quietly  off,  tell- 
ing his  antagonift,  “ he  would  return  his  com- 
“ pliment  another  time,  but  now  it  was 
u convenient” 

the  end. 
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